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It is less than 17 years since the 
semicentennial issue of the Journal 
of Investigative Dermatology (JID) 
appeared in April 1989, reviewing 
the JID’s first 50 years (Norris, 1989). 
David Norris did a tremendous job 
then, and nothing comparable can be 
achieved so short a time afterward. 
A different viewpoint is required for 
another historical perspective.
History focuses on what? 
Personalities, days, years, discoveries 
— on re-search; trying to find out what 
happened when and why; recalling 
events past — and adding explanations. 
For too many, history is a deterrent ava-
lanche of details, a file without end 
— people, battles, victories, conquests, 
explorations, detracting from the story.
How should we tackle stories of 
development over time? Explain the 
context; narrow down the scope 
— from grand designs to smaller slots 
of perspective. From continents and 
nations to disciplines, academies, spe-
cialties, societies, even journals. The 
Frenchman Fernand Braudel (1902–
1985), for many, was the greatest his-
torian of the twentieth century. How 
did he see the history of science? It 
all started in ancient Greece: “. . . the 
good fairies stood around the cradle 
[of science]; their gifts were: foreign 
influence, mathematics, technological 
experiments, a certain absence of reli-
gious constraints and a taste for gener-
alization” (Braudel, 2002).
Europe harbored clinical derma-
tology, epitomized in the traditional 
schools in France, Germany, Britain, 
Italy, Spain, and elsewhere. America 
was the harbinger of modernism, 
where old ways of thinking were 
thrown overboard. America provided 
a cradle for investigative dermatol-
ogy: plenty of foreign influence, the 
absence of religious constraints, a 
taste for generalization, and, in my 
personal view, the Anglo-Saxon ability 
to simplify. A vision, an igniting spark, 
a terrain, and funding led to the liftoff 
of investigative dermatology.
Vision
Read Marion Sulzberger’s editorial in 
the very first issue of the JID. Reiterating 
Jonathan Hutchinson’s words, the 
founding editor stated his vision of 
what dermatology should become: “If I 
am not mistaken, the time is not distant 
when diseases of the skin, instead of 
being esteemed an unimportant, if not 
repulsive specialty, will be regarded as 
affording almost unequalled opportu-
nities for the study of morbid processes 
and when they will take their proper 
place as introductory to the study of 
medicine; and before trying to under-
stand diseases which are to a large 
extent concealed from observation, 
the student will attempt first to mas-
ter those which are exposed to view” 
(Sulzberger, 1938). Everybody who 
knew Marion personally, who expe-
rienced his wit and acuity of mind, or 
who saw him elegantly move around 
even at age 80-plus, could feel his 
enchanting magnetism. From There to 
Here, edited posthumously by Bobbie 
Sulzberger and Victor Witten, is recom-
mended (Sulzberger, 1986).
Igniting spark
Atlantic City, June 10, 1937, marked 
the foundation of the Society for 
Investigative Dermatology (SID) and 
the JID, a drumbeat, testimony to 
which was signed by nine heroes of 
the time, published in issue 1 of the 
new journal, and reprinted in the 
semicentennial issue. Interestingly, 
all qualified persons from the Western 
Hemisphere were deemed eligible for 
membership in the Society.
Terrain 
The USA is a country of continental 
dimensions with one language, one 
law, one currency.
Funding
A powerful industrial sector is com-
bined with the Anglo-Saxon tradition 
of sponsorship.
Europe, where, according to 
Edward Grey, the lights went out in 
the First World War, was brought to 
her knees again in the Second World 
War. Dictatorships abounded, nation-
alism was rampant, the Holocaust was 
perpetrated — murderous campaigns 
in East and West without end — and 
the silence of a graveyard ensued. 
Help, encouragement, and an exam-
ple were needed. By then, four of the 
five languages of international der-
matology, as conceived earlier in the 
century, were outmaneuvered. Only 
English remained and resumed an 
unchallenged and leading position. 
Still, seminal work was published 
in national languages but remained 
enshrined there; clinical studies 
carried the weight of the day in the 
Old World.
Europeans started to flock to the 
USA and the tables of bounty, while 
Marion handed over the helm to 
Naomi Kanof in 1949, to steer the JID 
through the next two decades. These 
were the years, as Walter Shelley 
recently put it, when just four MD/
PhDs were around in dermatology: 
Albert Kligman, Aaron Lerner, Tom 
Fitzpatrick, and Walter himself. Giants, 
as they proved to themselves and the 
world. Their genius initiated much of 
what has been reflected in the JID and 
the world of dermatological investiga-
tions right into our days. The perusal 
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of the 200 most quoted papers in the 
jubilee JID (Volume 92; Anonymous, 
1989) reveals their prominence, start-
ing with Kligman (nos. 1, 7, 22), fol-
lowed by Fitzpatrick (no. 3), Lerner 
(nos. 41, 43, 48), and Shelley (no. 
188). A further look at this list shows 
that all three papers of Lerner’s, one of 
Kligman’s (no. 1), Shelley’s on cholin-
esterase (no. 188), Beutner’s on bul-
lous dermatoses (no. 4), Burnham’s on 
lupus erythematosus (no. 9), Pinkus’s 
two on the strip method to investi-
gate epidermal dynamics (nos. 114, 
117), Birbeck’s on the Langerhans 
cells (no. 2), and Wilgram, Caulfield 
and Lever’s on the electron micros-
copy of acantholysis in pemphigus 
(no. 75) fell under Naomi’s editorship. 
What a sparkling firework of investiga-
tive activity. And this is but a personal 
selection, doing injustice to so many 
others. Nevertheless, at the time, over-
seas readership was scarce, and the 
issues of the Journal were thin.
Under Dick Stoughton an edito-
rial assistant was employed for the first 
time — a necessity, as is obvious from 
his own words in the 1989 jubilee 
issue (Norris, 1989). Editing the Journal 
became even more complex during 
Irwin Freedberg’s tenure. The introduc-
tion of eye-catching advertisements on 
the back cover, the necessity of fatten-
ing up issues and speeding up deliv-
ery (which often was a month or two 
late), and increasing difficulties with 
publishers and the National Library of 
Medicine over photocopying of articles 
were all challenges he faced. Xeroxing 
was one of the two most remarkable 
(and problematic) technical steps in 
the life of the JID; the introduction of 
computers and an online version of the 
Journal proved to be the other.
Also under Irwin Freedberg’s reign, 
the newly founded European Society 
for Dermatological Research, the SID’s 
younger sister, appeared on the scene, 
and the JID became its official jour-
nal. Thereby, the Eastern Hemisphere 
formally became a co-parent foster-
ing the publication of research. We, 
the Europeans, may be proud of that 
— and so we are.
Still, the editorial office moved 
around the country, and Ruth Freinkel’s 
description of her awe when the boxes 
arrived at Northwestern may only be 
fully understood by those who have 
been actively involved in the life of a 
society and journal. A rucksack-office 
I would call it, on the go, ‘til it would 
move on five years later. Such a pro-
cess is fraught with innumerable prac-
tical frictions. The Journal changed its 
format, a matter of reducing expenses 
for the editor as much as of accom-
modation on the shelves for readers. A 
change of publisher took place: effec-
tive under Howard Baden’s steward-
ship, Elsevier was to replace Williams 
& Wilkins, until years later Blackwell 
replaced the former; now, Nature 
Publishing Group will be our new pub-
lisher. From the overseas vantage point 
it may be stressed that both Irwin and 
Ruth were extremely kind and under-
standing editors to would-be authors 
who published in a language other 
than their own, from countries where 
everything was different from the norm 
in the USA. The volume of papers 
increased tremendously (as well as 
the number of co-authors); submis-
sions increased not only from Europe, 
but from Japan as well. The recruiting 
of reviewers developed into a ques-
tion of its own magnitude, because the 
reviewers from abroad mainly spoke 
another language, at least partially.
In the 1970s, the JID had already 
assumed its role as the leading journal 
of investigative dermatology world-
wide, not only for basic scientists but 
also in the mind of clinical dermatolo-
gists who still preferred to publish in 
the traditional clinical journals. One 
particular point must be re-empha-
sized: the influx of ever more PhDs 
into the clinics and laboratories of the 
discipline. Walter Shelley was cited 
above, commenting on the paucity 
of MD/PhDs at mid-century. A review 
of the list of authors from the 1980s 
onward shows a rapid increase in the 
number of such talented and qualified 
persons. Immunology, cell biology, 
genetics, physics, chemistry, statistics, 
a whole spectrum of special areas of 
the sciences became important for 
investigators. One is tempted — and 
pleased — to return to Hutchinson’s 
words, Sulzberger’s repetition of them, 
and their vision, which became true. 
Dermatology is intrinsic to investiga-
tive biology because skin is available 
as an arena, so visible and so easily 
accessible. The skin and its append-
ages came to be used more and more 
in embryology, developmental biol-
ogy, and toxicology. One hundred 
years ago, dermatology moved from 
the periphery, where dermatologists 
were isolated in the eyes of our col-
leagues, into the very center of basic 
science research. One token example 
illustrates this progress: the story of 
Langerhans cells. For 100 years the 
subject lay dormant, and then with 
one big bang it started to revolutionize 
the concept of antigen presentation, of 
skin and body immunology, of deriva-
tion of skin cells and their migration, 
of everything under the sun regarding 
our body and its environment.
Shooting stars in earlier times
When did specialty journals start to 
appear? First there were ephemeredes, 
reports of Italian, French, German, and 
British scientific academies; then fol-
lowed general medical journals: the 
Salzburger Medicinisch-chirurgische 
Zeitschrift (1790); the New England 
Journal of Medicine and Surgery 
(1812); The Lancet (1823); La Lancette 
Française, Gazette des Hôpitaux civils 
et militaires (1827); and the Wiener 
Medizinische Wochenschrift (1851), 
to mention a few. Only thereafter 
came the specialty journals: Himly’s 
Ophthalmologische Bibliothek (1802); 
Behrend’s Syphilidologie (1839); 
Cazenave’s Annales des maladies de la 
peau et de la syphilis (1844); Graefe’s 
Archiv für Ophthalmologie (1854); 
Soresina’s Giornale Italiano delle malat-
tie veneree e della pelle (1866); Adrien 
Doyon’s Annales de Dermatologie 
et de Syphiligraphie (1869); Auspitz 
and Pick’s Archiv für Dermatologie 
und Syphilis (1869); the British 
Journal of Dermatology (1888); Dohi’s 
Japanische Zeitschrift für Dermatologie 
und Urologie (1901), which was pub-
lished in German for the first decades; 
and Azúa’s Actas dermo-sifiliográficas 
(1909), and so on, and so on.
Two shooting stars in nineteenth-century 
dermatology
Pierre-Louis-Alphée Cazenave’s Annales 
des maladies de la peau et de la syphi-
COMMENTARY
6 Journal of Investigative Dermatology (2006), Volume 126
lis was published in Paris from 1844 
to 1852. In its pages we find real case 
reports, the first description of pemphi-
gus foliaceus (1844), and the second 
presentation of the newly named disease 
lupus érythémateux (Latinized by Hebra 
a decade later in the New Sydenham 
edition of his oeuvre). Cazenave’s pre-
sentation was made in a session in 
Paris on June 4, 1851, a date frequently 
given, even by Kaposi himself, as that of 
the first naming of lupus erythematosus. 
Cazenave’s first publication describ-
ing lupus erythematosus, however, was 
made the previous year in the Gazette 
des Hôpitaux civils et militaires (July 27, 
1850). Unfortunately, Cazenave’s peri-
odical ceased to appear in 1852, a great 
loss for the field.
Heinrich Auspitz and Filipp Josef 
Pick’s Archiv für Dermatologie 
und Syphilis was edited in Vienna 
from 1869 to 1922, and thereafter 
in Germany. Here we see the first 
detailed papers on lupus erythemato-
sus (including systemic lupus erythe-
matosus) by Kaposi (1869 and 1872), 
and the first description of Kaposi’s 
sarcoma, prophetic suggestions by 
the master included; we find Isidor 
Neumann’s description of pemphi-
gus vegetans, as well as Auspitz’s new 
system of skin diseases and the term 
“acantholysis.”
The great national journals have 
made it into our days, but all that is 
not in English has moved backstage. 
The JID, the Archives of Dermatology, 
the British Journal of Dermatology, and 
the “Blue Journal” (the Journal of the 
American Academy of Dermatology) 
are the periodicals of today, and 
English is the undisputed lingua franca 
of all branches of the sciences. And 
these periodicals are no longer avail-
able to MD/PhDs only. Information 
is available not only to experts but 
to patients and the general public, 
mainly through Internet access. One 
hundred years ago, the doctor was a 
single authority who would inform the 
patient, make decisions about treat-
ment, and instigate that treatment, 
keeping the patient from precise infor-
mation, patronizing him or her with a 
fatherly sense of guidance. This situa-
tion has changed dramatically. Every 
single patient has to approve orders for 
nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR), 
computed tomography (CT), transplan-
tations, organ donation — most often 
in writing. Today, the individual patient 
has to carry the full load and face the 
specific diagnosis, or, for example, the 
number of metastases evident in his or 
her latest NMR (Carey, 2005; Hoffman, 
2005). Today the world of scientific 
publications — in fact, the world at 
large — is unthinkable without com-
puters. Parallel online editions of major 
journals, not to mention the complex 
features of these online publications, 
are demanded by users. It has become 
a major challenge for every editor and 
author to conform with these changes, 
and Conrad Hauser met this challenge 
head-on, introducing the JID’s online 
publications.
But will machines and science be 
the sole influence of our future? No. 
The humanities have to come back; 
otherwise we will lose our humanity 
(and our patients to the healers). The 
humanities are at least as essential for 
medical doctors as knowledge of the 
body’s biology and pathology. Soul 
and mind, pain and suffering, logic and 
faith, success and failure, are dimen-
sions widely belittled in discourses of 
biotechnology. But everybody who has 
endeavored to embark on a medical 
career, whether clinical, investigation-
al, or academic, needs a background 
in the humanities.
Fernand Braudel (2002) mentioned 
generalization as one of the prerequi-
sites for the development of the scienc-
es. What is generalization? It is the wid-
ening of a view or perspective beyond 
the particular, from case to collective, 
from problem to principle, from meta-
bolic process to personal conflict. The 
more knowledge, the more experience 
one has, the more valid and applicable 
a generalization will be. In our time, 
universal sages can hardly be found 
anymore. Too much has transpired over 
the last 200 years.
But education in the sciences alone 
is insufficient to equip one to general-
ize.  Why? The history of all the sci-
ences and all the humanities goes 
back in parallel to the earliest epochs. 
Consequently, the sciences and the 
humanities must be taught side by 
side. How to achieve this parallel 
education is a question that must be 
answered. Reading the first two lines 
of Genesis, or one or two of Homer, or 
Ovid, will give you unending delight 
and stimulate you to go further. Read 
Homer, the Bible, Ovid; read Chaucer, 
Wordsworth or Dante, Baudelaire or 
Montaigne, Shakespeare and Osler. It 
will confer delight, stabilize the inner 
self, help collaborators and patients 
alike, increase knowledge, and, there-
by, lead to wisdom.
Are Latin, Greek, poetry, tragedies, 
comedies, the holy scriptures neces-
sary for an MD, a PhD? Yes; they are 
indispensable! Why? We deal with 
humans, with souls and minds, with 
suffering, pain, despair (Holubar and 
Fatovic-Ferencic, 2004). Mathematical 
formulas, physics, optics, and chemis-
try alone do not suffice. Knowledge of 
the development of human thought, of 
belief, of psychology — of man — can 
be acquired in plays and poems, epics 
and comedies. One year of Latin, one 
of Greek will suffice for the basics. It is 
also indispensable in today’s world of 
the sciences to have a proper command 
of English. Equally important, especial-
ly for the Anglo-Saxon reader, is that it 
is not sufficient for a scientist to know 
English only.
The JID and its readers must be aware 
of these developments and heed the 
requirements of the time in order to be 
able to remain the pillar of the field, the 
shooting star in the sky of dermatology.
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